. Governor Tillman had to contend.
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Tae law requiring the commission-
ers to nvest state school funds in
geourities of certain olasses is a bad
one and shonld be amended or re-
pealed. There is not the least donbt
that many thousands of these funds
have been invested in secunties of
doubtfal value.

A rare issue of The People's Party
Paper tells how the duty of $6,000
on the dismonds presented by the
Khedive of Egypt to a dsoghter of
General Shermnn, was remitted by
act of congress. Tom Watson says
that the only time old John Sherman
oven admitted that the tariff is & tax
was when he was advoesting the re-
mission of this duty.

A vouna Germsn who recently sp-
peared before the military examining
board to be examined for compulsory
military service in the German army
was found to have the words "Down
with tyrants” tatoced mcross his
breast. There was nothing to indi-
oate who the tyrants were that were
to be downed, but the authorities
imagined the words referred to the
emperor and the young man was ar-
restod.

Ir 18 & faot of which good citizens
will do well to take note that in all
the references of republican and
democratic papers to the late troubles
in Colorado and South Carolina their
condemnation extends only to the
governors of those states who have
been endeavoring to the best of their
ability to perform the duties they
have sworn to perform in the execn-
tion of the laws that are unpon the
statute books. These papers have
uttered no word of disspproval of
the gamblers and thieves against
whom the efforts of Governor Waite
ware directed, or of the illegal lignor
vendors and the bums and thugs of
Bouth Carolina who were engaged in
the riotous demonstrations with which

LABOR AND LABOR SAVING MACHINERY,

The Sunday edition of the Capital
April 1, assails the position of the
Apvyooare that labor saving machin-
ery has displaced labor, and is one
—— | of the causes of the enforced idleness
of the present time. The Capital
88YS:

The way labor-saving machinery bas
oparated has been muoh more beneficial to
socisty and every olass of it. IS has en-
abled cne man to do parhaps twice the
work he oould do befere. I has inoreased
wages and cheapened goods. The people
have been enabled to consume and use
more goods and to inoresss the demand far
beyond the mere population inoreasa of
the country, and as a consequenoe there has
been o very large expsnsion of industry
uld the final result is that Iabor-saving
9% | machinery has given men work, not de-
— | prived men of work,

Now if the Capital desires to be
fair in this discussion, it will do well
to limit its critioisms to actnal differ-
ences of opinion. We do not dis-
pute that labor-saving machinery bas
cheapened goods and stimuulated con-
sumption, thereby increasing the de-
mand beyond that which would re-
sult from increass of population. We
do not question the advantages to be
derived from the proper use of labcr-
saving machinery. We need waste
no words therefore over these prop-
ositions. The qnestion is, has so-
ciety, 88 a whols, denived the benefils
from the wunse of labor-saving
machinery that 1t might have
done nunder & different sys-
tem? We think not. Under the
prevailing system the capitalist has
been the chief beneficiary. Suppose
we admit,for the sake of the argument,
that the wages of those who are em-
ployed t6 operate the machinery,
have been increaged. How does that
help those whose services have been
displaced by ‘machinery? The Capi-
tal says “it has enabled one man to
do perhaps twice the work he conld
do before.” This shows the concep-
tion which the editor of the Capital
has of the real situation. Carrol D.
Wright in his report of the tenth
O0B0ENS BAYS:

Itis quite impossible to arrive atan ae-
ourate statement as $o the number of per-
sons it would require under the individual
system to produce the goods made by the
presant factory workers of this country, bub
by careful somputations in some branches
of work & rough estimate of the whole
would indioste that each factory-system
employe in 1882 represents, an average, of
ot least fifiy employes under the individual
system. Thus it would require about ons
hundred and fifty mullion persons working
under the old system to produoe the gouds
made by the three million er so fastory
workers of to-day. * * * This estimate
will bardly be disputed when it is consid-

ared that in spinning alons, eleven hundred
threads are spun now A% one time where

one was spun under the old system.

As a further illustration of the
effect of improved machinery we
quote from the Minneapolis Times
of March 10, showing the effect even
of its limifed adoption npon a single
occupation in s single state. The
Times says that out of 4,049 type-set-
ters formerly employed in the state
mn offices that have since adopted
maohines, 2,036 have been thrown ount
of employment. Commenting upon
this fact the Times says:

It may perhaps be pssumed that compos-
itors earned on an average §15 a week, and
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It this allowanoe is just, it would appear
that 7,114 persona have been deprived of a
total income of $3,540 weekly, or $1,608,00
a year. * * * [Jiisolear that the net re-
sult has been to deprive a large numbar of
skilled workingmen permanently of their
means of support. A few of the displaced
printers find employment in other branches
of their trade, but as these are alresdy
orowded, they osn sdmit new members
only ab the oost of the old. Tha strongest
and most fortunase will survive; the weak-
st will be orowded out, in accordance with
the familiar law. For a time muoh suffer-
ing musk ensue, nor will it be wholly abated
until the displaced workmen shall have
adapted themaelves to the new order.

In the face of such facts, it is
simple lunaoy to claim that machin-
ery does not displace men in modern
production. We ask our readers to
reflect also npon the extent of this
displascement. Aoccording to Carrol
D. Wright, it wonld have required
abont three times the total popnla-
tion of the country when he wrote
that statement, including men, women
and children, to produce by the old
system what the three millions of
operatives under our factory system
aotually prodoced at that time. Is
it any wonder that millions of men
are idle? The Capital says that ma-
ohinery “has been much more bene-
ficial to society, and every class of
it” Hasit? Has it been beneficial
to the men whose labor it has dis-
placed?

Now, we think it may be fairly
questioned whether the use that has
been made of machinery has been
beneficial to sooiety as & whole. The
interests of sociely as a whole de-
mand the grealest possible good to all
the members of it. We lay this prop-
ogition down as an axiom. The in-
terests of society, then, demand that
every member of it shall have an
eqnal opportunity in life. This may
also be regarded as an axiom. This
leads us to the proposition laid down
in the former article which the Capi-
tal has nndertaken to oriticise—that
when & labor-saving mschine was mn-
vented, instead of nsing it to displace
men, it should have been used to re-
duce the hours of labor, thereby con-
tinuing the opportunities of all to
provide the somforts and the luxar-
168 of life for every member of
society.

In our former article, where, for
the purpose of an illnstrstion, wa
supposed & machine to be invented
capable of doing the work of ten
men, and said that the ten men
should still have been permitted to
do that work, each working one-tenth
of his former time, the Capital re-
gards the proposition as “a little the
most fantastical scheme that ‘reform’
has yet given us to prove its ntler in-
capacity to comprehend modern con-
ditions.” Nevertheless, we stand by
the proposition, and it is our compre-
hension of “modern conditions” that
makes us do so. We do not, like the
Capital, regard our “modern condi-
tions” aa the highest and best of whioh
society is capable. We believe in the
possibility of human progress. We
believe that “modern conditions” can
be improved. The Capital does not.
It is one of the clogs that have ever

stood in the way of human progress.
Now, we would ask reasonable men
and women to com;

pare “modern con
ditions” as meﬂhwhan
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might be under a properly-managed
industrial and social system. There
is no complaint under onr “modern
conditions” that there is not enough
of everything produced to supply
every man, woman and child with an
abundance. In fact, the Capital in-
gists that there is an overproduction.
Let us admit, for our present pur-
pose, that there is more of everything
prodaced than the necessities of the
people require. The fact that all are
not supplied, then, shows that there
is something wrong in our system.
The Capital attributes the want in
the country to “laziness, drunkenness
and incompetency.” It is hardly
necessary to waste words upon such
an absnrd claim. While it cannot
and will not be disputed that lazi-
ness, drunkenness and incompetency
exist, it is, nevertheless, a fact that
even these are, to & large extent, the
direct resnlt of the nnequal opportun-
nities of life. Admitting, for the
sake of argument, that the drunkard
and the lazy and incompetent are
the natural ontgrowth of human de-
pravity, and they still constitute so
small 8 part of those who ars de-
prived of the comforts and luxuries
of life as to be of small considera-
tion. Look at the multitudes who
have been but recently thrown out of
employment, and whose families have
been destitute in consequence. The
columna of the daily press have been
constantly filled with snch accounta.
They have told of the desperation re-
sulting from want consequent upon
enforced idleness, which has led in
many instances to snicide, and in not
a few, to the murder of whole fami-
lies to save them from death by
starvation. Xt is.oruel, it is inhuman,
fo attribnte thess sonditions to lagi-
ness, drunkenness and incompetenoy.
They are the natoral product of a
false and vioious system by which
the few grow rich beyond all human
need, and the many are doomed to
oternal poverty and want. One of
the canses of this “modern condi-
tion” is the monopoly of machinery
and other means of production and
distribution by which the few are
benefited and the many are deprived
of fair opportunities in life.

Contrast this “modern condition”
with what might be sttained by a
proper use of the instrumentalities of
modern production and distrbution.
Suppose, as we propose, that ma-
chinery instead of being used to
displace labor, were wused to
diminish the hours that each should
be employed. This wonld apply to
the farmer, as well aa to the man who
works 1n the shop, under a proper
distribution of labor. Under such a
gystem, no one who has the disposi-
tion to work would need to be idle,
and there would then be some justice
in the censure of those who should
remain idle and those who should be
guilty of petty crimes. Now such
censure is croelty. It indicates, not
simply a lack of understanding of
the inevitable consequences of our
“modern conditions,” but a lack of
humasnity as well.

Under such an indostrial and

social system as should be
in this nineteenth century of

development and progress there
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